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False negatives = C/(A+C)

False positives = B/(B+D)
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Figure 3-1. Calculation of reliability parameters
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This figure summarizes the correlations that have a significant Pearson's correlation coefficient (minimum r: 0.9; maximum p value: 0.01).

Note: Only the upper triangle of the original matrix was filled; see intersections of rows and columns for important correlations with each chemical.
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Figure 5-9. Reliability results for three
biological endpoints at three effects levels
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Prediction compared to test result
at Effects Level 3
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PrMax predictions at Effects Level 2
for Hyalellaimortality endpoint
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Figure 5-12. Probability of toxicity predicted for surface
sediment sampling stations at Effects Level 2 using
PrMax from logistic regression models
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PrMax predictions at Effects Level 3
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Figure 5-13. Probability of toxicity predicted for surface
sediment sampling stations at Effects Level 3 using
PrMax from logistic regression models
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